Introduction
The mountain plover {Charadrius montanus) was proposed for listing as threatened under the U. UWFWS, 1999; Knopf, 1996 The other group of sightings centered around known plover habitat in the Thunder Basin National Grasslands that immediately borders the southeastern edge of the EIS boundary (e.g.. Figure 9 ). This group consisted of three sightings of individual mountain plovers (one of which was a potential re-sighting of a previously seen bird). One of these sightings fell within the EIS boundary ( Figure 3 ). As with the previous group of sightings, no plover nests were found during subsequent nest surveys in these locations, so we are unable to comment on breeding in this area.
As noted in the methods, formal survey transects were established in areas that field personnel deemed to be at least marginally good habitat based on known habitat preferences and field reconnaissance. This determination was based 9 on the commonly held image of plover habitat being flat, with low, sparse vegetation (Knopf, 1996; USFWS, 1999 Figure 2 ). Also, active prairie dog towns are highly suited to mountain plover habitation, and there were several known prairie dog concentrations that were similarly out of our reach. Thus, the best use of the data generated by this report may be to guide more targeted inquiries in the future than to guide specific management actions over a broad area. Habitat Rank (categorical) Note: "Plover transects" are those on which mountain plovers were seen during this survey. "Non-plover transects" are those at which a survey was conducted but where no mountain plovers were seen. For each survey point along each transect, and for opportunistic sightings of plovers, habitat was ranked on a three-level categorical scale, based on formal habitat information and survey guidelines (USFWS, 1999; Knopf, 1996) compiled by WEST, Inc, Cheyenne, Wyoming. Highly suitable habitat was defined as an area of about 160 acres or more with low vegetation (< 4" tall) of grass or low shrubs, such as black sagebrush, Gardner's saltbush, etc. High-quality sites also had at least 25% bare ground (i.e., a total canopy cover of less than 75%) and flat topography (i.e., a slope of less than about 5%). Medium-quality sites generally met these criteria, but one or two of the negative habitat modifiers (Box 1 ) were applicable. A site was further downgraded from medium to low quality when three or more of the negative habitat modifiers were applicable. However, it is important to note that although modifier number 5 is the absence of prairie dogs, this was not used to downgrade sights. Rather, it was recorded as further evidence of habitat condition at previously downgraded sites. (In other words, an otherwise high-quality sight without prairie dogs was still classified as a high-quality site.
If habitat at a survey point was clearly very poor for mountain plovers the point was recorded as "unsuitable or "skipped," codes were given from the negative modifier list (Box 1) for why the point was unsuitable, and that point was not formally surveyed. Examples of unsuitable sites included such habitat as forests, dense and tall stands of sagebrush, riparian areas, canyons and wetlands.
Also, at each survey site that contained prairie dog towns, the area of the town was estimated and a measure of activity was taken. Prairie dog activity was estimated by recording the number of prairie dogs seen in a 3-5 minute observation period and using that number to assign a categorical activity rank. The rank definitions pertaining to prairie dogs are noted in Box 2. The average height of shrubs is greater than 4 inches (e.g., big sagebrush, greasewood, willows).
2.
The average height of grass is greater than 4 inches.
3.
The topography is not flat (e.g., slopes are >5°or overlooking hills are near the site).
4.
The site' contains less than 25% bare ground.
5.
There are no prairie dogs present on the site (this is not used to downgrade an otherwise good site).
6.
Water is present near the site.
7.
Killdeer are present on the site.
8.
The size of the patch is too small (i.e., < 160 contiguous acres). 
